23 MARCH 1759                                                151
ships we send you abundance more, agreeable to your request, as well as what
we apprehended might be useful to you, for the particulars of all which you
are referred to the lists of the respective packets.
97.    We are not a little surprised to see the unreasonable opposition made
by Mr. Douglas to the manner you proposed of paying his bond to him and
should have expected that a gentleman in his situation would have been the
last to have laid us under any difficulties, even if he had the strict law upon
his side which in this instance we apprehend he has not, for as we suppose
the condition of the bond is to pay him the money he lent us generally without
specifying in what kind of coin such repayment shall be made, we certainly
have a right to make the payment in any specie that shall be the established
current money of the country at the time we pay it, and as you made the
tender in the current money of the country, we think you acted properly upon
the  whole.   Mr.  Douglas'  behaviour  upon   this  occasion  appearing  to be
insolent as well as frivoulous and tending to set an example of obstinacy and
opposition, which every person in the like situation of enjoying the benefit
of our protection as free merchants should avoid, we would have you there-
fore inform the said Mr. Douglas that we do not think him any longer worthy
of the Company's protection and that he leaves India in a year from the time
you notify this our directions to him.
98.    In this packet you receive our Auditor's examination and observa-
tions upon the debt at interest as stated in your general states of the 4th March
1756 received per Denham, 6th January 1758 per Marlbrough, and 28th February
1758 per Elizabeth, whereby you will find that this debt has been continualy
represented in an improper light.   For instance, in March 1756 the debt is
said to be decreased rupees 348,042-12-3 but no notice is taken of the fresh
notes granted to that time which amount to rupees 100,286-15-6.   The sum
paid off to 23 February 1756 appears to be rupees 234,858-5 so that the true
decrease is no more than rupees 44,571-5-6.   In your state January 1758, you
mention the new bonds granted to 30 September 1757 to be rupees 481,159-2,
whereas it appears by your treasury accounts from May 1755 to February 1756,
the cash account at Fulta from June to December 1756, your General Books
from January to April 1757 and your treasury accounts and consultations from
May 1757 to February 1758, that this increase amounts to rupees 615,150-2-6.
Your deduction rupees 77,526-14 for notes paid off from January to April
1757  appears to consist of interest as well as principal by your General Books.
This is highly irregular because the interest is not added to the amount of
the debt.   The further deduction of rupees 1,166,255-13 for notes paid off to
the 6th January 1758 appears to be only rupees 504,484 principal.   Nor can
your sum be any way made up even if the interest paid to that time is added
to the principal.   The payment of rupees 1,588,313-13-6, mentioned in your
state February 1758, appears to be only rupees 906,811-5-6 principal, so that
instead of the debt at interest being reduced to rupees 1,059,488-14 the true
amount thereof appears to be rupees 1,820,972-6-9.
99. Beside the above difference in your general states of the debt
at interest, we observe that several persons have been paid larger sums than
their credits on the books begining January 1757. Those payments are
explained in the Auditor's observations herewith sent and appear to have
arrisen for want of due credits being given for interest at the times when fresh